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earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 29 March 2004 is/are: a)M accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 1 12 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the Invention. 

Claim 3 recites " a second gas channel which points away from the plate in a direction 
within two-dimensional extent of the plate". It is unclear what is being claimed, and 
therefore is vague and indefinite. Clarification and /or correction are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Inoue et 
al. (US Patent No. 5,984,165). 

Regarding claim 1-3, Inoue et al. discloses a device for soldering contacts 
between an integrated semiconductor chips and a printed circuit board, comprising: an 
X-Y table ("20", figure 2) with suction openings for clamping and transporting the 
electronic board positioned above the clamping device ("1", figures 1 and 2; column 6, 
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lines 16-26; a flushing device ("81", figure 2), a blowout passages (82, figure 2) for 
blowing either nitrogen purging or helium gas between the chip and the electronic 
board; two shield plates (80, figure 2) having an opening created therebetween (Note 
the examiner interprets the middle opening between the ends of the two shied plates as 
a window); said shield plates aligned parallel to the clamping device (figure 2); two 
channels formed within the shield plate for providing the flushing gas (83, figure 2); two 
gas outlets aranged in the window area, this is in reference to the wedge shaped 
channels between the proximal ends of the shied plate and the chip mount "30"( figure 
2; column 8, lines 59-67, and column 9, lines 18-32); the chip mount positioned in the 
window and above the clamping device for applying pressure to the chip, this is in 
reference to the composite features ("50.51 and 52", figure 1), a heater ("40", figure 2) 
for melting a solder applied to an underside of the chip (column 3, lines 1-14). 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, Inoue et al. teaches a themial radiation source, 
directed through the chip mount onto the chip said chip mount penneable to infra red 
radiation (figures 1 and 2, and columns column 3, lines 1-16). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e). (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 
Inoue et al. (US Patent No. 5,984,165) in view of Tsumura et al. (US Patent No. 
6,288,376). 

Inoue et al. teaches the limitation as set forth in claim 1 above, but do not 
expressly teach induction heating. 

However Tsumura et al. discloses a method and device for melting a bump with 
a heater comprising an induction coil; an electrically conducting coil fitted into the solder 
so that the solder can be heated by an induction of eddy currents and causing the 
solder to melt (column 6, lines 32-41); said heating process requires no flux application, 
cleaning or drying resulting In enhanced bond integrity (Tsumura et al., abstract, column 
2, lines 21-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
applicant's Invention was made to have used an induction heating source in the method 
of Inoue et al. as taught by Tsumura et al. in order to ensure a clean solder melting 
process and achieving a bond with enhanced integrity (Tsumura et al., abstract, column 
2, lines 21-27). 
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6. Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rosser et al. (GB 2,244,374) in view of Xie et al. (US Patent No. 6,334.567). 

Rosser et al. teaches a method of connecting a semiconductor chips (21, figure 1 
and abstract) onto the surface of a substrate wafer (13, figure and abstract), comprising 
the steps of: applying solder to the contact portion between the chip and the wafer; 
flushing the contacts of the chip and the component with a fomning gas (page 6, lines 4); 
heating the chip from a side opposite the contact of the chip to melt the solder (figure 1); 
pressing the contact of the chip and the component onto one another and cooling the 
solder; wherein the chip is heated by a thermal radiation source ( page 3, paragraph 2); 
wherein the thermal radiation source is a laser radiation source (page 3, paragraph 3) 

Rosser et ai. does not expressly teach isothermal solidification. 

However, Xie et al. teaches a soldering method for bonding together electronic 
components by heating and cooling the solder such that the solder undergoes 
isothermal solidification to forms a layer of a thickness 3-7 microns (Xie et al., abstract, 
column 1, lines 61- column 2, line 24; column 4, lines 49-56 and figure 1 &2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
applicants invention was made to have used isothermal solidification in the soldering 
method of Rosser et al. as taught by Xie et al. in order to produce a solder layer of 3-7 
microns at the joint portion between the two components (Xie et al., column 4, lines 49- 
56 and figure 1 &2). 
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7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosser 
et al. (GB 2,244,374) in view of Xie et al. (US 6,334,567) as applied in claims 9 and 10 
above and further in view of Hwang et al. (US 5,846,476). 

Rosser et al. in view of Xie et al. do not expressly disclose and/or suggest a 
halogen lamp-heating source. 

However, Hwang et al. teaches a method of connecting a silicon chip (20, figure 
2) to a lead frame (24, figure 2) by using a halogen lamp heating source; said heating 
source lending it self to be adsorbed more by the silicon chip than the lead frame and 
thereby allowing selective heating to be achieved (Hwang et al. column 4, lines 35-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
applicants invention was made to have used a halogen lamp as the heating source' in 
the method of Rosser et al. as modified by Xie et al. in view of the teachings of Hwang 
et al. in order to be able to conduct selective heating of components during an electronic 
assembly process (Hwang et al. column 4, liries 35-40). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Brownfield et al. (US 6,333,353), Sakuyama et al. (US 
6,135,344), and Yamada (US 6,401,317) are also cited in PTO-892. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Aboagye whose telephone number Is 571-272- 
8165. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:30am - 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Ryan can be reached on 571-272-1292. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 
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